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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Salama et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6584093 Bl). 

- With respect to claims 2, 5, 1 1, 17, & 24-26, Salama teaches a method for distributing 
route selection in an implementation of a routing protocol executing on a router of a computer 
network (e.g. the method for automatic inter-domain routing of calls), the method comprising the 
steps of: 

receiving announced paths from peers of the router at a plurality of first processes of the 
routing protocol (col. 9, lines 8-10); 
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performing a first stage of route selection at the first processes to select partial best paths 
(col. 9, lines 11-15); 

forwarding the partial best paths to a second process of the routing protocol (col. 9, line 

13); 

performing a second stage of route selection at the second process to select best paths 
(col. 27, lines 23-24); and 

sending the selected best paths to the first processes for announcement to the peers (col. 
27, lines 37-39). 

- With respect to claims 3, and 15, Salama teaches wherein the routing protocol is a 
Border Gateway Protocol (BGP) and wherein route selection includes a BGP best path selection 
algorithm (col. 9, lines 19-22). 

- With respect to claims 4, & 16, Salama teaches wherein the first processes are speakers 
and wherein the second process is a BGP routing information base (bRIB) (col. 11, line63; col. 9, 
lines 30-32). 

- With respect to claims 6, & 18, Salama teaches wherein the step of performing the first 
stage of route selection comprises the step of splitting the announced paths for each prefix into a 
plurality of groups such that within each group, the BGP best path selection algorithm is a 
transitive relation (col. 10, lines 30-35). 

- With respect to claims 7, & 19, Salama teaches wherein the step of splitting comprises 
the step of grouping the paths according to an autonomous system (AS) from which they were 
received (col. 9, lines 20-23). 
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- With respect to claims 8, & 20, Salama teaches wherein the step of performing the first 
stage of route selection further comprises the step of calculating a best path in each group using 
the BGP best path selection algorithm (col. 60-65). 

- With respect to claims 9, & 21, Salama teaches wherein the step of performing the first 
stage of route selection further comprises the step of performing a comparison between each best 
path from each group (col. 19, lines 17-20). 

- With respect to claims 10, & 22, Salama teaches wherein the step of performing a 
comparison further comprises the steps of: 

selecting a path with a highest degree of preference (col. 20, lines 47-50); selecting a 
locally originated path over a learned path; selecting a path with shortest As-path; and selecting a 
path with lowest origin (col. 18, lines 15-35). 

- With respect to claim 12, Salama teaches wherein the step of performing the second 
stage of route selection comprises the step of using the full BGP best path selection algorithm to 
select a best path per prefix from among the partial best paths received from all speakers (e.g. the 
selection of path, col. 23, lines 33-48). 

- With respect to claims 1, 13, & 23 Salama teaches a system adapted to distribute route 
selection in an implementation of a routing protocol executing on a router of a computer 
network, the system comprising: 

a plurality of first processes of the routing protocol configured to receive announced 
paths from peers of the router and perform a first stage of route selection to select partial best 
paths (col. 9, lines 8-10); 

a second process of the routing protocol configured to perform a second stage of 
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route selection to select best paths in response to the partial best paths forwarded by the first 
processes, the second process further configured to send the selected best paths to the first 
processes for announcement to the peers (col. 27, lines 23-24). 

- With respect to claim 14, Salama teaches wherein the routing protocol is a distance 
vector routing protocol (col. 21, lines 54-60). 



Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

- Zaumen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5881243) discloses system for maintaining multiple 
loop free paths between source node and destination node in computer network. 

- Farinacci et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5519704) discloses reliable transport protocol for 
internetwork routing. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PHUC H. TRAN whose telephone number is (571) 272-3172. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, RAO SEEMA can be reached on (571) 272-3174. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Phuc Tran 
Assistant Examiner 
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